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V. Proposed Action
We are proposing full approval of SIP

revisions that relate to attainment of the
one-hour ozone standard in the
Connecticut portion of the NY–NJ–CT
severe area. The SIP revisions are
Connecticut’s one hour ozone
attainment demonstration for the State’s
portion of the NY–NJ–CT severe area,
including various enforceable
commitments and the post-1999 ROP
plan. Connecticut’s one hour ozone
attainment demonstration includes 2007
motor vehicle emissions budgets, which
are being proposed for approval. The
enforceable commitments we are
proposing to approve include: (1) A
commitment to adopt and submit by
October 31, 2001, additional necessary
regional control measures to offset the
emission reduction shortfall in order to
attain the one-hour ozone standard by
November, 2007; (2) a commitment to
adopt and submit by October 31, 2001,
additional necessary intrastate control
measures to offset the emission
reduction shortfall in order to attain the
one-hour ozone standard by November,
2007; (3) a commitment to revise the
attainment-level 2007 motor vehicle
emissions budgets within one year of
the date that EPA releases the final
version of their motor vehicle emissions
model, MOBILE6; (4) a commitment to
recalculate and submit revised motor
vehicle emissions budgets if any
additional motor vehicle control
measures are adopted to address the
shortfall; and (5) a commitment to
perform a mid-course review of the
attainment status of the 1-hour ozone
severe nonattainment area and the
Greater Connecticut serious area by
December 31, 2004. Also, EPA is
proposing to approve the motor vehicle
emissions budgets for 2002 and 2005
contained in Connecticut’s post-1999
ROP plan for transportation conformity
purposes.

EPA is soliciting public comments on
the issues discussed in this notice. All
comments will be considered before
taking final action on the attainment
demonstration, including ROP, for the
Connecticut portion of the NY–NJ–CT
nonattainment area. Interested parties
may participate in the Federal
rulemaking procedure by submitting
written comments to the EPA-New
England office listed in the ADDRESSES
section of this notice.

Nothing in this action should be
construed as permitting or allowing or
establishing a precedent for any future
request for revision to any State
implementation plan. Each request for
revision to the State implementation
plan shall be considered separately in

light of specific technical, economic,
and environmental factors and in
relation to relevant statutory and
regulatory requirements.

VI. Administrative Requirements
Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR

51735, October 4, 1993), this action is
not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ and
therefore is not subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget. For
this reason, this action is also not
subject to Executive Order 13211,
‘‘Actions Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use’’ (66 FR 28355, May
22, 2001). This action merely approves
state law as meeting federal
requirements and imposes no additional
requirements beyond those imposed by
state law. Accordingly, the
Administrator certifies that this rule
will not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities under the Regulatory Flexibility
Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). Because this
rule approves pre-existing requirements
under state law and does not impose
any additional enforceable duty beyond
that required by state law, it does not
contain any unfunded mandate or
significantly or uniquely affect small
governments, as described in the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995
(Public Law 104–4). This rule also does
not have a substantial direct effect on
one or more Indian tribes, on the
relationship between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes, as
specified by Executive Order 13175 (65
FR 67249, November 9, 2000), nor will
it have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132 (64 FR 43255,
August 10, 1999), because it merely
approves a state rule implementing a
federal standard, and does not alter the
relationship or the distribution of power
and responsibilities established in the
Clean Air Act. This rule also is not
subject to Executive Order 13045 (62 FR
19885, April 23, 1997), because it is not
economically significant.

In reviewing SIP submissions, EPA’s
role is to approve state choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the Clean Air Act. In this context, in the
absence of a prior existing requirement
for the State to use voluntary consensus
standards (VCS), EPA has no authority
to disapprove a SIP submission for
failure to use VCS. It would thus be

inconsistent with applicable law for
EPA, when it reviews a SIP submission,
to use VCS in place of a SIP submission
that otherwise satisfies the provisions of
the Clean Air Act. Thus, the
requirements of section 12(d) of the
National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C.
272 note) do not apply. As required by
section 3 of Executive Order 12988 (61
FR 4729, February 7, 1996), in issuing
this rule, EPA has taken the necessary
steps to eliminate drafting errors and
ambiguity, minimize potential litigation,
and provide a clear legal standard for
affected conduct. EPA has complied
with Executive Order 12630 (53 FR
8859, March 15, 1988) by examining the
takings implications of the rule in
accordance with the ‘‘Attorney
General’s Supplemental Guidelines for
the Evaluation of Risk and Avoidance of
Unanticipated Takings’’ issued under
the executive order. This rule does not
impose an information collection
burden under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.)

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone, Particulate
matter, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Sulfur oxides.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Dated: August 3, 2001.
Ira W. Leighton,
Acting Regional Administrator, EPA-New
England.
[FR Doc. 01–20142 Filed 8–9–01; 8:45 am]
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Revisions to the California State
Implementation Plan, Kern County Air
Pollution Control District and Imperial
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AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to the Kern County Air
Pollution Control District (KCAPCD)
and the Imperial County Air Pollution
Control District (ICAPCD) portion of the
California State Implementation Plan
(SIP). These revisions concern general
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requirements for source sampling and
continuous monitoring systems. We are
proposing to approve local rules that
address general requirements for source
sampling and continuous monitoring
systems under the Clean Air Act as
amended in 1990 (CAA or the Act).

DATES: Any comments on this proposal
must arrive by September 10, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Mail comments to Andy
Steckel, Rulemaking Office Chief (AIR–
4), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105–3901.

You can inspect copies of the
submitted SIP revisions and EPA’s
technical support documents (TSDs) at
our Region IX office during normal
business hours. You may also see copies
of the submitted SIP revisions at the
following locations:

California Air Resources Board,
Stationary Source Division, Rule
Evaluation Section, 1001 ‘‘I’’ Street,
Sacramento, CA 95814.

Kern County Air Pollution Control
District, 2700 ‘‘M’’ Street, Suite 302,
Bakersfield, CA 93301–2370.

Imperial County Air Pollution Control
District, 150 South 9th Street, El
Centro, CA 92243–2801.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stanley Tong, Rulemaking Office (Air-
4), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IX, (415) 744–1191.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
proposal addresses the following local
rules: KCAPCD 108, KCAPCD 108.1,
ICAPCD 109, and ICAPCD 110. In the
Rules and Regulations section of this
Federal Register, we are approving
these local rules in a direct final action
without prior proposal because we
believe these SIP revisions are not
controversial. If we receive adverse
comments, however, we will publish a
timely withdrawal of the direct final
rule and address the comments in
subsequent action based on this
proposed rule. We do not plan to open
a second comment period, so anyone
interested in commenting should do so
at this time. If we do not receive adverse
comments, no further activity is
planned. For further information, please
see the direct final action.

Dated: July 17, 2001.

Jane Diamond,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 01–20138 Filed 8–9–01; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve the
State Implementation Plan (SIP)
revisions submitted by the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for the
purpose of establishing and requiring
reasonably available control technology
(RACT) for five major sources of volatile
organic compounds (VOC) and nitrogen
oxides (NOX). These sources are located
in the Pittsburgh-Beaver Valley ozone
nonattainment area. In the Final Rules
section of this Federal Register, EPA is
approving the Commonwealth’s SIP
revisions as a direct final rule without
prior proposal because the Agency
views this as a noncontroversial
submittal and anticipates no adverse
comments. The rationale for the
approval is set forth in the direct final
rule. If no adverse comments are
received in response to this action, no
further activity is contemplated. If EPA
receives adverse comments, the direct
final rule will be withdrawn and all
public comments received will be
addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. EPA will
not institute a second comment period.
Any parties interested in commenting
on this action should do so at this time.
Please note that if adverse comment is
received for a specific source or subset
of sources covered by an amendment,
section or paragraph of this rule, only
that amendment, section, or paragraph
for that source or subset of sources will
be withdrawn.
DATES: Comments must be received in
writing by September 10, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to David L. Arnold, Chief,
Air Quality Planning and Information
Services Branch, Mailcode 3AP21, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region III, 1650 Arch Street,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103.
Copies of the documents relevant to this
action are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours at the Air Protection Division,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,

Region III, 1650 Arch Street,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103; the
Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Resources Bureau of Air
Quality Control, P.O. Box 8468, 400
Market Street, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania
17105; and the Allegheny County
Health Department, Bureau of
Environmental Quality, Division of Air
Quality, 301 39th Street, Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania 15201.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Catherine Magliocchetti at (215) 814–
2174, or Ellen Wentworth at (215) 814–
2034 at the EPA Region III address
above or by e-mail at
magliocchetti.catherine@epa.gov. or
wentworth.ellen@epa.gov. Please note
that while questions may be posed via
telephone and e-mail, formal comments
must be submitted, in writing, as
indicated in the ADDRESSES section of
this document.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
further information, please see the
information provided in the direct final
action, with the same title, that is
located in the ‘‘Rules and Regulations’’
section of this Federal Register
publication.

Dated: August 3, 2001.
Thomas C. Voltaggio,
Deputy Regional Administrator, Region III.
[FR Doc. 01–20238 Filed 8–9–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
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Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans;
Pennsylvania; VOC RACT
Determinations for Three Individual
Sources in the Pittsburgh-Beaver
Valley Area

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve the
State Implementation Plan (SIP)
revisions submitted by the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for the
purpose of establishing and requiring
reasonably available control technology
(RACT) for three major sources of
volatile organic compounds (VOC).
These sources are located in the
Pittsburgh-Beaver Valley ozone
nonattainment area. In the Final Rules
section of this Federal Register, EPA is
approving the Commonwealth’s SIP
revisions as a direct final rule without
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